III. REMARKS 

This Amendment and Response is being filed in response to the non-final Office Action 
mailed by the Patent Office on January 13, 2003. Claims 1-27 are pending in this application: 
claims 1, 3-5 and 8-15 stand as rejected, claims 2, 6, and 7 stand as objected to, and claims 15-27 
stand as allowed by the Patent Office. Accordingly, claims 1 and 5 have been cancelled and 
claims 2-4 and 6-14 have been amended. Allowed claims 15-27 have also been amended (non- 
substantively) to remove the reference numerals that originally appeared in each claim. 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the claims in light of the amendments and 
remarks made herein. 

35U.S.C. $ 102 and§ 103 

On page 2 of the non- final Office Action of January 13, 2003, the Patent Office indicated 
that claims 1, 3, 4, 5, and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Stephens. Accordingly, claims 1 and 5 have been cancelled, rendering moot further discussion 
thereof, and claims 3-4 and 8-12 have been amended to be consistent with the indication of 
allowable subject matter appearing on page 3 of the Office Action (see discussion below). 
Additionally, on page 3 of the Office Action, the Patent Office indicated that claim 13 and 14 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stephens. Accordingly, claims 13 
and 14 have been amended to be consistent with the indication of allowable subject matter 
appearing on page 3 of the Office Action (see discussion below). 

Allowable Subject Matter and Allowed Claims 

On page 3 of the Office Action, the Patent Office indicated that claims 2, 6, and 7 are 
objected to as being dependent on a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
Accordingly, claim 2 has been rewritten as an independent claim and has been amended to 
include all of the limitations of claim 1, from which claim 2 originally depended. Claims 3-4 and 
8-14 have all been amended to depend directly or indirectly from independent claim 2, and 
because amended independent claim 2 is believed to be patentable, the amended claims 
depending from claim 2 are also believed to be patentable. Claims 6 and 7 have also been 
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rewritten as independent claims and have been amended to included all of the limitations of 
claim 1, from which both of these claims originally depended. 

Regarding the claims indicated as allowed on page 3 of the Office Action, these claims 
have been amended (non-substantively) to remove the reference numerals originally included in 
the claims and to correct certain grammatical inconsistencies. 



For the reasons set forth herein, the present application is believed to be in condition for 
allowance. Favorable consideration of this Amendment and Response is respectfully requested. 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted, 





Courtney J. Miller 

Attorney for Applicant / Reg. No. 45,366 

Calfee, Halter & Griswold LLP 

1 100 Fifth Third Center / 21 East State Street 

Columbus, Ohio 43215 

(614) 621-7015 / (614) 621-0010 (fax) 
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